









tion for Humane and 
Environmental Educa-
tion (NAHEE), The 
HSUS's youth-educa-
tion division, extends 
appreciation to the 
thousands of individu-
als and organizations 
that participated in the Adopt-
A-Teacher program in 1992. 
Special thanks go to the 
donors listed here, who each 
adopted 80 or more teachers 
and enabled 2,500 or more 
children to receive KIND 
Nevvs every month during the 
school year. 
1992's Special Donors 
Aiken SPCA; John W. An-
derson Foundation; Animal 
DIVISION REPORT 
Protection and Education As-
sociation; Animal Protection 
League (Alabama); Animal 
Protection League (Califor-
nia); Animal Protective Soci-
ety; Animal Rescue League of 
Southern Rhode Island; The 
Arizona Humane Society; At-
lantic County SPCA; Rita Roe 
Bartlett; Boulder County Hu-
mane Society; Brazos Animal 
Shelter; Caldwell Humane So-
ciety. 
The Canyon Hills Women's 
Juniors; Capital Humane Soci-
ety; Central California SPCA; 
Cincinnati Humane Education 
Network; Citizens for Animal 
Protection; Contra Costa 
County Animal Services; Pa-
tncia Conway Foundation; 
Cornucopia Natural Foods, 
Inc.; Denton Humane Society; 
Ebell Club of Canyon Hill; 
Fort Wayne Animal Control. 
General Federation of 
Women's Clubs; Haywood 
Animal Welfare Association; 
The Humane Campaign, Inc.; 
Humane Education Commit-
tee; Humane Society of An-
gelina County; Humane Soci-
ety of Bay County. 
Humane Society of Han-
cock County; Humane Society 
of Jefferson County; Humane 
Society of Lewisville; Humane 
Society of North Texas; Hu-
mane Society of Pulaski 
County; Humane Society of 
Santa Clara Valley; Humane 
Society of Sarasota County; 
Humane Society and SPCA of 
Seattle/King County; Humane 
Society of Tucson; Jackson 
County Kind Committee; 
Jacksonville Humane Society; 
Kalamazoo Humane Society; 
Lower Valley Humane Soci-
ety; Marin Humane Society; 
Miami County Humane Soci-
ety; Myrad Real Estate; The 
North County Humane Soci-
ety; Oregon Humane Society 
and SPCA; People for Ani-
mals; Pets Are Worth Saving; 
Pomona Valley Humane Soci-
ety and SPCA; Porter County 
Humane Society; Protective 
Animal Welfare Society; Put-
nam County Humane Society, 
Inc. 
The Summerlee Founda-
tion; Tennessee Humane As-
sociation; Tennessee Network 
for Animals; Veterinary Med-
ical Association of Tennessee; 
Volunteers for Animal Wel-
fare; Washington Humane So-
ciety; West Hawaii Humane 
Society; Women's City Club of 
Laredo. • 
____ State ___ Zip __ _ 
. Mail in confidence to: Murdaugh S. Madden, Vice President/Se-
nior Counsel, The Humane Society of the United States, 2100 L 
St., l\""1': \\':1shington, DC 20037. 
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UP FRONT 
Jay F Kirkpatrick administers an injection of immunocontraceptive vaccine to a wild 
horse in Nevada as part ofan innovative attempt at effective, safe wildlife~fertility con-
trol. The HSUS sponsored the development of the promising new vaccine. 
WILDLIFE 
New Day for Wild Horses 
Immunocontraception project begins in Nevada 
n a shimmering cold day last De-
cember, The 1-!SUS and the fed-
eral Bureau of Land Management 
( BLM) opened a new chapter in the man-
agement of the fabled wild horses of the 
American West. In a remarkable collabo-
ration between researchers, the BLM, the 
University of Nevada at Reno, and The 
HSUS, 130 wild mares were rounded up, 
treated with an immunocontraceptive vac-
cine, and returned to their home ranges in 
the high desert of northeastern Nevada. 
The immunocontraceptive vaccine, 
which promises effective and safe 
wildlife-fertility control, was developed 
under the sponsorship of The HSUS by 
the research team of Jay F. Kirkpatrick, 
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Ph.D., John W. Turner, Ph.D., and Irwin K. 
M. Liu, DVM. (see the Fall 1991 HSUS 
News). For six years free-ranging horses 
on Assateague Island. Maryland, have 
been darted with the vaccine; only twice 
has a treated mare produced a foal (the 
same mare both times). None ofthe mares 
treated with the vaccine has shown health 
problems or changes in behavior. 
The Nevada wild-horse contraception 
project will test three versions of the im-
munocontraceptive vaccine. One group of 
mares was given a two-shot treatment, ad-
ministered in a three-to-four-week period . 
This treatment, used for the first five 
years of the Assateague research, virtually 
assures successful contraception for this 
group of mares. However, because the 
treated mares must be held for the interval 
between shots, which is both costly and 
potentially stressful to the horses, the oth-
er two groups were vaccinated with one-
shot preparations. 
Perhaps even more important than the 
potential scientific gain is the shift in atti-
tudes toward wild-horse management 
symbolized by the Nevada project. For 
decades The HSUS and others have bat-
tled the BLM and livestock interests to as-
sure humane treatment of western wild 
horses and to secure the horses' fair share 
of the public lands' natural resources. In 
our view the BLM has often initiated 
wild-horse-population reductions based 
on political pressure fi·om livestock inter-
ests rather than on sound scientific data on 
horse populations and range conditions. 
"Surplus" horses removed from the wild 
have been put up for adoption or sent to 
ill-conceived "sanctuaries" or have lan-
guished for months in temporary holding 
facilities. All parties have agreed that 
none of these solutions has proven com-
pletely satisfactory. 
The turning point came in June 1991 at 
a hearing of the Senate Appropriations 
Subcommittee on Interior, when testimo-
A researcher checks the identifj1ing brand 
ofa wild mare being restrained in a squeeze 
chute prior to injection ·with the vaccine. 
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(From left to right) John Turner, Dr. Kirkpatrick, and Irwin Liu erect the trap in which 
wild horses will be gathered and confined. Dr. Turner is affiliated with the Medical Col-
lege of Ohio, D1: Liu with the University of California at Davis. 
tumn to determine whether the vaccines 
successfully prevented pregnancies in 
treated mares during the summer breeding 
season. Prospects for success are bright: 
HUMANE EDUCATION 
preliminary evidence from the mares held 
for the second shot of the two-shot proto-
col suggests that they were responding 
well to the vaccine. 
Wild horses, who are strangers to con-
finement and alarmed by the close pres-
ence of humans, are severely stressed by 
roundups. We hope that the fertility-con-
trol technology being tested in this project 
will reduce the need for such roundups in 
the future. We also hope that the prudent 
application of fertility control will reduce 
the number of wild horses entering the 
adoption program. Scaling down the 
adoption program should allow more 
careful screening of adoption applicants 
and improve the quality of the horses' 
adoptive homes. 
We hope that the cooperative spirit 
shown in the design and execution of the 
immunocontraception sh1dy will increase 
BLM sensitivity to other HSUS concerns 
about wild-horse management. The 
HSUS will continue to press for public-
land-management policies that are scien-
tifically sound and even-handed and allow 
wild horses to stay wild.-Allen T Rut-
berg, Ph.D., HSUS senior scientist, 
Wildlife and Habitat Protection 
ny by Dr. Kirkpatrick and HSUS Vice 
President, Wildlife and Habitat Protec-
tion, John W. Grandy, Ph.D., brought im-
munocontraception to the attention of 
Sen. Harry Reid of Nevada. Senator Reid 
immediately recognized the potential ap-
plication of the immunocontraception re-
search to western wild horses, the majori-
ty of whom live in his home state. With his 
support Congress provided funds to the 
BLM targeted specifically for a wild-
horse i1mmmocontraception project. In 
September 1992 the signing of a Memo-
randum of Understanding between the 
BLM, The HSUS, the research team, and 
the University of Nevada at Reno marked 
the formal beginning of the project. 
What's Wrong with This Picture? 
Government lab-animal poster concerns HSUS 
The Nevada BLM organized and exe-
cuted a large-scale wild-horse roundup, 
complete with a tent city, elaborate 
portable corrals, and a small army of per-
sonnel. As BLM and contract personnel 
sent horses through the maze of corrals, 
researchers Kirkpatrick, Turner, and Liu 
injected each adult mare with either the 
immunocontraceptive vaccine or a place-
bo. The horses were painlessly freeze-
branded to allow later re-identification in 
the field. 
The researchers must wait until au-
W hen I first saw it," says first-grade teacher Sheila Schwartz, 
Ed.D., "I thought it was laugh-
able. All those happy, smiling monkeys in 
cages. Then I said to myself, 'This poster 
is printed with goverm11ent money!' That 
really bothered me because it's completely 
biased and the subject is not age-appropli-
ate at all." Dr. Schwartz, who has taught 
grades one through five in her twenty-
seven-year teaching career, was looking at 
a poster produced by the U.S. Department 
of Health and Human Services (HHS) en-
titled "Let's Visit a Research Laboratory" 
(see accompanying illustrations). 
The full-color, cartoon-style poster 
shows a building with thirteen different 
rooms and feah1res people, animals, and 
equipment. The building purpmis to be a 
research laboratory, but certainly no inva-
sive research is taking place there. The an-
imals and people are all smiling. In Room 
7, the testing lab, a happy monkey presses 
buttons on a computer panel. The lucky 
mice of Room 10, the rodent housing, are 
graced with names such as Jimmy, Fred-
die, and Lizzy, just like family pets. Room 
13, the monkey housing, is not a collection 
of grim cages, but a delightful jungle-gym 
affair in which many children would no 
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doubt enjoy playing. 
The poster is accompanied by a pre-
sentation folder that includes suggested 
classroom activities. The stated target au-
dience for both the poster and the activi-
ties is children in grades two through five. 
Also published by the HHS are a student 
brochure entitled "Animals and Science," 
printed in large type (the kind generally 
reserved for young readers), and a 
teacher's guide with the same title. 
Patty Finch, executive director of The 
HSUS 's National Association for Humane 
and Environmental Education (NAHEE) 
and a former classroom teacher, was 
deeply concerned when she saw the poster 
and accompanying materials. "Teachers 
often receive biased materials in the class-
room," she observes. "But we don't expect 
our govermnent to be the source of bla-
tantly biased materials." 
The poster's cartoon art is not in keep-
ing with the seriousness of the controver-
sial and emotionally charged issue of ani-
mal experimentation. It is, however, very 
much in keeping with the preferences of 
an audience of young children. Why 
might cartoon art have been selected? 
"Because a more realistic portrayal would 
frighten children and be unacceptable to 
teachers," says Ms. Finch. "When we can-
not be truthful 
about an issue without scaring young chil-
dren, then the issue itself is inappropriate 
for that age group. 
who have not been trained as educators 
may think that you can teach any subject 
to young children so long as you simplifY 
In fact, learn-
ln the poster created by the US. Department of l 
Health and Human Services, cheerfitlmonkeys housed in Room 13[1-olic in jungle-gym 
enclosures. Their real-life counterparts often languish, isolated, in grim cages. 
At NAHEE, we deliberately steer clear of 
controversial issues, like the use of ani-
mals in laboratories, that young children 
do not have the cognitive ability to com-
prehend fully. People 
-----
ing the age at which children are cogni-
tively ready to assimilate different kinds 
of information is a big part of teacher 
training." 
With assistance from HSUS Vice Pres-
ident, Laboratory Animals, Martin Ste-
phens, Ph.D., NAHEE staff members be-
gan to evaluate the materials more fully 
and to develop an approach for alerting 
educators to the problems they found. 
A number of concerns emerged. Not 
only did the poster exploit children's nat-
ural love of animals by persuading them 
that laboratories were fun places for ani-
mals to be, but the sh1dent guide also po-
larized the issue by its choice of the word 
"extremists" for those who would limit 
the use of animals in research. The reali-
ty-that there exists a broad spectrum of 
beliefs regarding this highly controver-
sial topic-was not addressed. This ap-
proach is highly questionable from the 
educator's standpoint. Both the student 
and teacher guides dismissed the con-
cept of "alternatives" to animal experi-
wl~==============:__ __________ -------mentation. 
~ Dr. Stephens observes, "It's ironic that 
The lucky mice of Room I 0, the rodent-housing area, have been given 
names like Jimmy, Freddie, and Lizzy, just like beloved family pets. 
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the federal govermnent professes to sup-
port the development of alternatives to the 
7 
use of animals in research, yet these 
materials dismissed the mainstream 
tenn 'alternatives' in favor of the 
belittling and misleading label 'ad-
juncts.' " 
In the fall of last year, the HSUS 
Scientific Advisory Council met to 
consider, among other items, the 
HHS education materials and a cri-
tique that NAHEE had prepared. 
The council members agreed that 
the bias in the materials was un-
justified and recommended that 
The HSUS invoke the federal 
Freedom of Infonnation Act to 
learn how many of the posters 
mand accompanying materials had 
our response," points out Ms. Finch. "We 
wanted to inform teachers about the bi-
ased materials. We also wanted to leave 
the question of whether or not to continue 
using the materials~in full knowledge 
of the biases and inaccuracies they con-
tain~to each educator's conscience. 
Teachers are very sensitive, and rightly so, 
to the issue of censorship. At the same 
time, we felt a need to convince our gov-
ernment that it should not be the source of 
such biased and inappropriate materials 
for young children." 
l~===='====~=========~~:~ ili been distributed nationwide. ~ Such a request was made; The 
In Room 7, the poster :s test- HSUS is awaiting a response. Subse-
ing lab, a happy monkey presses buttons quently, The HSUS fonnulated a public 
on a computer panel as a smiling re- objection to the materials. 
A position statement (reprinted below) 
was issued by The HSUS. HSUS Presi-
dent Paul G. Irwin explained the HSUS 
position in letters to President Bill Clinton 
and Donna Shalala, secretary of HHS. lt is 
hoped that, under President Clinton's ad-
ministration, the HHS will discontinue 
publication of these materials.~Willow 
Ann So/tow, NAHEE direct01; Special 
Programs 
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searcher watches the monkey in action. "We needed to be careful in fi·aming 
..-------~-----~~----~-----------
HSUS Position Statement on Elementary Education Materials Distributed by the 
Department of Health and Human Services 
The elem_enta_r_y education mat_ e_rials ti-tled ''Let's Visit a Research Laborato-
ry'' (poster and .lesson plans), "Animals 
and Science" (shtdent brochure), and 
"Animals and Science" (teacher's guide) 
were produced by the ·Department of 
Health· and Human Services under the 
auspices of the former ·Alcohol, Drug 
Abuse, and Mental Health Administra-
tion. They are currently being distributed 
by the Department of Health and Human 
Services' National Instihtte of Mental 
Health. These materials primarily target 
young children who do not possess the 
cognitive ability to make meaningful de-
cisions regarding the highly controversial 
and complex issue of the use of animals 
in biomedical research. By targeting a 
vulnerable audience, these materials fail 
to meet even the most basic criteria for 
objectivity. This discredits the use of the 
materials as objective educational tools. 
Moreover, the contents of the materials 
are highly selective and at times mislead-
ing, revealing a biased and prejudicial 
point of view, not a balanced treatment of 
the subject. The materials fail to provide 
an accurate representation of animal ex-
perimentation and its limits. They dis-
miss the mainstream concept of "alterna-
tives" to animal experimentation in favor 
ofthe belittling and misleading term "ad-
juncts.'' These and other shortcomings of 
the materials are totally inconsistent with 
the level of integrity and fairness that 
should be observed in government-spon-
sored educational materials. 
We find these materials to be both bi-
ased and pejorative in as much as they: 
1. fail to address the inherently contro-
versial nahtre of the subject; 
2. exploit children's nahtral love of ani-
mals and attempt to persuade children 
that laboratories are places in which re-
search animals engage in playful and en-
joyable activities; 
3. fail to provide a balanced discussion of 
the ethical considerations relating to the 
potential suffering of animals used in re-
search; 
4. attempt to polarize the issue of the use 
of animals in research by characterizing 
people concerned about animal suffering 
as "extremists"; 
5. seek to relegate sentient creahtres to 
the same level of importance as the inan-
imate objects used by scientists in their 
research; 
6. reject the mainstream concept of "al-
ternatives" to the use of animals in re-
search and education; 
7. fail to mention animal-welfare and an-
imal-protection groups in listings of pos-
sible resource agencies and materials; 
8. inadequately advise teachers regarding 
the care and maintenance of animals used 
in classroom shtdies. 
Because the subject of the use of ani-
mals in biomedical research is highly 
controversial and complex and therefore 
inappropriate for young children, and 
because of the blatant bias and propagan-
da evident in the above-named materials, 
we strongly oppose the use of public 
funds for the fuhtre production, distribu-
tion, and promotion of these materials 
by the United States government and 
its agencies. • 
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LABORATORY ANIMALS 
Wanted: Better USDA Reporting 
HSUS seeks more information on lab-animal use 
ognize that our recommendations would 
increase the administrative burden on lab-
oratories and the USDA," noted Matiin L. 
Stephens, Ph.D., HSUS vice president, 
Laboratory Animals. "This is a small 
price to pay for the ptivilege of continuing 
to use animals in research, a privilege that 
society is at least currently willing to grant 
to research institutions." 
P ublic concern over the use of ani-mals in research has led many 
western nations to regulate and 
monitor animal experimentation. As part 
of their oversight, the governments 
Great Britain, Germany, the Netherlands, 
Australia, and other countries issue annual 
reports to provide the public and other in-
terested parties with profiles of laborato-
ry-animal use nationwide. Such reports 
provide a wealth of information about cur-
rent and historical trends in animal use. 
In the United States, corresponding re-
ports are issued by the U.S. Department of 
Agriculture (USDA), which enforces the 
Animal Welfare Act. The USDA's Animal 
Welfare Enforcement reports are the only 
aruma! profiles of animal use available in 
this country. Unfortunately, they pale in 
comparison to the comprehensive profiles 
of laboratory-animal use issued by many 
other countries. 
The USDA repmis don't provide the to-
tal number of animals used in research be-
cause the agency keeps no figures on the 
species that make up the vast majority ofthe 
animals used in laboratories~mice, rats, 
and birds. They contain no information 
about controversial procedures such as the 
Draize Eye-Irritancy Test, in which chemi-
cals are tested in the eyes of rabbits, and the 
Lethal Dose 50 Percent (LD50) Test, in 
which animals are poisoned to death. 
The data on primates are grossly inade-
quate. There is no information about how 
these animals are used or from what 
sources they are obtained. For example, 
the reports contain no information about 
chimpanzee use. Instead, data on chim-
panzees are lumped together with inforn1a-
tion about all other nonhuman ptimates. 
In the fall of 1992, The HSUS filed an 
administrative petition that calls upon the 
USDA to overhaul its reporting system. 
The petition recommends that the USDA 
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discard its misleading system for classify-
ing experiments according to whether or 
not anesthesia was administered and re-
place it with a "pain scale" such as that 
used in many other countries. This scale 
would provide more meaningful informa-
tion about levels of pain and suffering. 
The petition also recommends that the 
USDA categorize the purpose of experi-
ments. The current system does not distin-
guish among the broad categories of re-
search, testing, and education. We also 
call upon the USDA to disclose whether 
animals were obtained from the wild or 
from animal shelters or were bred specifi-
cally for research. Additional recommen-
dations are presented in the petition. 
If the USDA adopts The HSUS 's rec-
ommendations, research facilities will 
need to submit more information to the 
USDA, and the agency, in htrn, will have 
to process these additional data. "We rec-
The USDA has an opportunity to 
demonstrate that it takes seriously the 
public's concern about the use of animals 
in experiments. The public should not be 
kept in the dark about a practice financed 
largely by public funds, ostensibly con-
ducted for the public welfare, and under-
taken mainly at public institutions. Public 
disclosure is all the more imperative given 
the controversial nature of animal experi-
mentation. 
This issue goes beyond the public's 
right to know. Humane reform of animal 
experimentation depends on open and in-
formed discussion of all dimensions of the 
issue. Without accurate profiles of the sta-
hts quo, how can policymakers~in regula-
tory agencies, legislahtres, industry, aca-
demia, and elsewhere~chart progress in 
reducing the suffering and use of animals 
in experimentation? 
At press time the petition remained un-
der review by the USDA. • 
USDA reports now provide no information on controversial procedures such as the 
Draize Eye-Irritancy Test, in which chemicals are tested in the eyes of" rabbits. 
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